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Init Bucb back nBmben will be post paid to all 
Bew subscribers who desire to commence from 
Ute preceding January, without any additional 
charge, on paymeat of their subscriptions, which 
aire, as usual, payable in advance. 

N.B. — Copies of almost all the back numbers 
C&n still be bad by subscribers requiring them for 
completing sets, or lending in their neighbour- 
lM>od, on f<H^ardinf» penny postage stamps to 
Mr. Curry, the publisher, 9, Upper Sackville- 
street, Dublin. No charge will be made to sub- 
scribers for such back numbers, beyond that of a 
penny stamp for each number, to cover the 
Jfpitage. 

In future an unstamped edition will be pub- 
lished, price 3s. per annum, and the price of the 
hound volume at the completion of each year 
will be reduced to 5s. 

The new Regulations of the Inland Book 
Post are as follows :— 

1. Any book, or packet of books, not exceeding 
two feet in length, width, or depth, will be 
transmitted through the post, if sent either 
without a cover, or in a cover open at the 
ends or sides, at the following postage rates : — 

for a packet not exceeding 4 oz. Id. 

exceeding 4 oz., and not ex- 
ceeding 8 oz. 

exceeding 8 oz., and not ex- 
ceeding 16 oz. 4d. 

exceeding 1 lb., and not ex- 
ceeding Ij \hs 6d. 

and so on, 2d. being charged for every addi- 
tional half pound, or any less weight. 

The postage must be pre-paid in full by 
means of postage stamps affixed outside the 
packet on its cover. 

There is no restriction as to the number of 
separate books or publications which may be 
enclosed in one packet or cover, nor as to 
whether same are bound or unbound. • 

i, No book or packet mast contain any letter, 
closed or,:Qfi$n, or ^ny enclosure, tealed or 
otherwise closed against inspection, nor must 
there be any letter, or any commnnieation of 
the nature of a letter, written or printed in any 
such packet, or on its cover. 

3. The head post-master who first receives a 
book packet must, whenever he has ground 
for suspecting an infringement of the above 
conditions, and occasionally, even where there 
is no ground for suspicion, open and examine 
the packet; and every book packet, which shall 
not be open at the ends or sides, or shall ex- 
ceed two feet in length, width, or depth, or 
shall have any letter or any communication of 
the nature of a letter written or printed on it, 
or upon its cover, or shall bear no postage- 
stamp, will be sent up to the dead-letter office 
in London, Edinburgh, or Dublin, as the case 
may be. If deficiently stamped according to 
the above regulations, it will be charged with 
the deficient book postage, together with an 
additional stamp of 4d. 



}yj ae laborious a procen caonot be the tr«e one. Hta 
proof niBst be not only s pro«f out Cf Sbrl ytM te, b«t » 
long' way out of Scripture indeed. 

Here, then, are the proofs. We ^re tiie suthoiized 
translation and the Denny :— ' 

AUTHOSIZZS. XXtHa. 

]. Lake i. 39. 

Therefore, also, that holj And, therefore, tin, &» 

thing vhich shall be bom of Bofy which shiHbfr bom of 

thee shall be called the Son of thee shall b« edled the Sou of 

God. Qoi. 

3. St John i. 16. 

And of his faluess have all And of his folness «• all 

we receiTed, aad grace for have received, aikA grace for 

grace. grace. 

3. Luke xi. 37. 

Blessed is tbe womb that Blessed is the wnmb tliat 

bore thee, and the paps which bore thee, md &e pays that 

thoti hast sacked. gave thee svek. 

4. Lake i. 4St. 

Blessed is the trait U thy Blessetl is [the llhdt of ibj 
womb. wombk 

5. Sen. iii. 15. 

I will pat enmit; batween I will pat enmitiei between 

thee Bad the wnnkan, and be> thee and the wotaan, and thj 

ween thy seed and her seed, it seed and her seed ; she shall 

shall braise thy head, and thoa crash thy head, and thoa shalt 

shalt braise his heel. lie in wait for her beel* 

6. PrOT.xxxi. 10. 

Who can find a virtoons wo- Who shall find a valiant 

man? for her price is far above woman? jewels from the atter- 

rabies. The heart of her has- most coas!s is the price of her. 

band doth safely trust in her The heart of her husband 

so that he shall have no need trusts in her, and he shall have 

of spoil. no need of spoils. 

7. Cant. iv. 7. 

Thoa art all fair, mj lore ; Than art all fair, my lore, 
there is no spot in thee. and there is not a spot in thee. 

8. Cant. Tiii. S. 

I raised thee np mdw Ibo Under die apple tree! raised 

apple tree : there thy mother thee op ; there thy mother was 

brought thee forth ; there she corrupted, there aha was de- 

broagbt thee forth that bare floweredthat bore thee, f 
thee. 

TVe leave these texta as a puzzle for onr readers ; luid 
we shall give any of them great credit for ingoaoity who 
may succeed in finding the slightest connection betweoi 
any of these texts and the doctrine of the Immacolate 
Cooception. And as these, no doubt, are the bttt texts 
that can be had in suppcort of the doctrine, we leave onr 
Bomaii Catholic readei* to judge what is the Scripture 
linmdatiou on which this doctrine rests. 

One word more. We think it would have been con- 
n<tent in one who has pledged himself never to interpret 
Scripture but according to the nnanimoos consent of the 
Eatiiers, to aanse some early writen wh» hava pn»"tbe 
game interpretation as lie has done iqmn the texts quoted. 
We are tea from spproring all the interinretations of 
Scripture we find in the works of the fathers ; many of 
tliem we make no scruple to rqect ; but we think, on the 
other hand, that it is a stnxig preaomption against the 
truth of an interjvetatiou if it is started in 1856, for tlie 
first time, nor do we think that the true sense of these 
passages of Scripture was left for father Edward Murray 
to discover. 



8CB1PTT7RB PROOFS OF THE IMMACULATE 

CONCEPTION. 
Wb have jtist met with a paiiH)hlet, by the Rev. Edward 
Murray, P.P^ Kilflan, which, on the title-page, is re- 
spectfully presented to the candid judgment of the Pro- 
testant clergy. It is called the " Orthodox Sword of 
the Word," and purports to coirtain Scripture proofs of 
the Immaculate ConceptioB of the Blessed Virgin Mary. 
Nothing delights us more tJian to find our Boman Ca- 
tholic friends appealing to Scripture, and we are always 
happy to meet them on that ground. We, therefore, 

Cceed to give to Mr. Murray's Scripture proofs the 
efit of our circulation. We cannot affi>rd space for the 
3& pages oi comment with which Mr. Morrsy accom- 
ninies them ■ but, surely, if it were the intention of the 
Spirit of God to declare in Scripture the doctrine of the 
Immaculate Conception, He was able to do so ia wimls 
snffidently inteiiigible to a plain reader. W« wonder 
that it e8Ciq;>ed Mr. Murray's sagacity, when heemployi 
twenty pages in deducing the doctrine of the Immacn- 
late Conception from Ms first text, that he inevitably 
ftmxs his readers to fed that ob interprehition deduced 



THE APOCRYPHA. 
In our last number we were engaged with the examina- 
tion of the arguments urged by Roman Catholic 
theologians in support of the Tridentine Decree re- 
specting the Apocrypha. We discussed the passage 
quoted from Augustine, and the Decree of the Conndl 
of Carthage (on the supposition of its genuineness) ; and 
we proved, unanswerably we lielleve, that the word 
"canonical," as therein applied to the apocryphal 
books, is not used in the restricted sense in wlrich we 
employ it — ^viz., as denoting inipired books — but In a 
wider sense, as designating writings approved by the 
Church, and read in her public assemblies on accotmt of 
the rales (canons) of conduct which they contain, and 
the edifying lessons which they inculcate. 

We come next to the Epistle of Pope Innocent I. to Ex- 
uperius, whith professes to have been written at the com- 
mencement of the fifth century, and which enumerates 
some of the apocryphal books in "the Canon of the Scrip- 
tures." We have already given the weightiest reasons 
for concluding that this epistle is a forgery, concocted 
no loss than four centuries after its pretended date. — See 
Catbouc liAVMAN, vol. ii., p. 126. But, even admit- 
ting its gentiineness, the very same remark may be made 
upon it that we already made rejecting Augustine and 
the Council of Carthage — viz., that the WOTd "canon" 
is not used In the restricted, but in the wide sense before 
explained. In support of this assertion we hare, as we 
said in the last number, Cardinal Cnjetan's authority. 

Tbe next document which presents itself is the Decree 
of Pope Oelasius (at the end of the fifth cento^), 
which prtrffesses to harve been drawn up by Mm togelSer 
with a Boman coimcil of seventy bishops. In this 

•Noti to Doiujr Veraioo.— "/pM, tbe wnaaai so dhrers of the 
Fathers read Uds place, conterraably to the Latis (vaUate}; oUiera 
read If /jMnuit-^Tit., the seed. The aenae b the aame: ft>r It is by her 
seM, Antf tarM, that the woman emlM* the s er iw ft head." 

'tHota t« Dooay Venl«a.-'That ia. Hut OMMwilMBe* tte 
Oeotilea M Uie toot of the cm*, where tbe t^vmfmv ** the Jews 
- (the mother Ckorch) vai coiraptcd by their deoyiiiK Use, and cmd- 
ijiag turn. 



dRree, a list — or, rather, tiffee lists, differmg moi« or 
less tnm each other — of tbe Beok» of the C^ Tesla- 
mest is given, wMch inehicles the Apocrypha. W» 
have already rtiows (Cathouc XiAtman, vol. ii., Jji 
112, 126) that the gravest doubts exist as to the getm~ 
ineness of this decree, and we might, aecor^igfy, 
fairly refhse to admit it as evidence. Bat, as ia lAe 
tliree preceding instances, we will consent to receive it, 
and then set it ande by the " distiBetton" before male, 
and which Cajetan teaches us to apply to this very ease. 

Down to the end of the fifth century, then, the^Westen* 
Church, equally with the Eastern, knew nothing of tlw 
Tridentine doctrine of the equaUty of the ApocryjA« 
to tbe Jewish Scriptures. The words "canon" and 
" canonical" were, indeed, fiequently applied to ott^ in- 
fiflferently ; but, then, it was only in the sense of a Kgt 
or cataiogae at writings, stamped with ecclesiasftjeal 
authOTity, and read pnbUcly in the churches. It waf 
never intended to confound the fundamental distinction 
which Jeronre, and Cyril of Jemsalem, and many ether 
western and eastern Fathers expressly made between 
the impired and the iian-inspiied books contained io the 
same rolustc — ^between the canonical books (strictly so 
called) and those wMch were properly designated ecete- 
maatieal (our Apocrypha). Tltat the Western Church did 
not, Airwn to the period specified, and even ftw a centoiy 
later, intend to confound this distinction, is proved, beyond 
all question, by the decisive authority of P(2>e<Sregory the 
Great. Tins eminent pontiff, in the 19tn book of his 
" MoraUa," written at the close of the sixth century, ex- 
presses himself, in reference to the Apocrypha, i« very 
nearly the words of Jerome (whom we, Protestantsi 
follow). Being about to cite a jMtssage from the 1st Bo^ 
of Maccabees, Gregory introduces the qnotatimi wMtthe 
following apoZojry : — "Concerning which matter we Ho 
not act irregularly if we bring forwsHtl a testimony frensr 
books, which, though not canonical, have yet been p«*^ 
liihed/or the edification of the Church."* Gregory here- 
uses the wMd " canonical" in its restricted sense — vii.,. 
as applied to the inspired books of the Old Testament ; 
and, as the head and organ of the Boman Chiucb ctihe 
sixth century, he declares that in this sense tbe term w«» 
not applicable nor applied to the Apocrypha. 

The next authority, after the decree of Pope Gelasius, 
adduced by Roman Cathofic divines, is a catktogue con- 
tained in the decree of Pope Eugenius IV., passed at 
the close, or, rather, after the close of the Council t£ 
Fimrence, A.D. 1439. It is, certainly, somewhat strihiag- 
that this is the tmly tynodical authority in snp^ct tA 
their canon which Boman Catholics can even jneteaA 
to adduce dnriog the eleven centuries and a half whidk 
elapsed between the Council of Carthage and the CoimeS 
of Trent. However, the catalogue in question prefeMevtA 
form part of Pope Eugenius's "^istruction to tlM 
Armenians," wMdi document Roman Catholic wrilins 
contend must be regarded as iucluded among the acts 
of the Council of Florence. Now, in the first i^ace, tfaoe 
azeiMraig doubts as to the genuineness of this oataiofpae^ 
and weighty reasons have been adduced to show that 
it is a. forgery of Caranza, the epitomizer of the councils. 
But, in the secood place, even admitting its geuuincueas 
and that it did really form part of " The Instruction t» 
the Armenians," this latter document, having been, 
drawn up by the Pope himself, after the breaking tqp of 
the cotmcil, does not possess synodical authority, and, 
therefore, does not bind the Church, even on Bonisli. 
prineipies. And, lastly, admitting it to have emasaSed 
tram the council as such, yet this synod has no daia* 
wlutever to the title of a general council, even so fitt a* 
regtu^ the Western Church ; for the majority of tkft 
western bishops refused to attend it, and remained at 
Basle. In fact, so im were they from acknowledging 
the authority of the Council of Plraence, that tl«*y 
anathematized it as a tehitmaticml auemblji and a iffaa~ 
gogme of Satan. Consequently, the Latin Church (to ttf 
notMng of the Greek, which has never, to the prcMM 
hoar, i^mitted the canonicity of the Apocrypha) never, 
up to the date of 4lte Council of Trent, received the 
Apocrypha as of equal authority with the rest of 3cji|p 
ture ; never, in other wtwds, recognised it as cantmictd, 
in the sense that we hold the Hebrew Bible and the KtW 
Testament SCTiptures to be canonical. 

In corroboration of our agssertion that the Council of 
Floience was not deemed to have canonized the A]M»' 
crypha any more than the Council of Carthage or Pope 
Gelasius's Council had done, we can adduce the recorded 
opinions of some vi the most eminent divines of tiw 
Latin Chinch, who Kved in the interval between thai 
Council of Florence and the Council of Trent, and wh» 
have most deaify distinguished between the canoaieii 
Scriptures (pn^rly so caHed) and the apocry^ialr 
books; denyingmostemphaticidly that the latter are' aC 
co-ordinate authority with the former in matters of fiutty 
and agreeing with Jerome and us (Protestant8)inassigBia|F 
to them the subordinate function of bong naefulfor eit^ 
cation ead moral instruction. Of these witnesses is «nr 
favour we wUl adduce a few as a specimen of the entiiA 
Antonixas, who was canonized by- Pope Adiian VI., an* 
who was prewut at the CotmcU of Ftorenee, and, these- 
fore, may be presumed to have known what that eouactt 

• De qua re non inordinate aflmai »i ex librla, licet Ron CMttmirH , 
[ Ki tamen ad irdificatimmn Kclaig editit, teatimoBiam piefamoat. 
' Tom, t, p. tti, emt. BeneA 
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decreed respecting the canon of Scripture, writes thus— - 
" The Hebrews reckon xxii books in all as authentic. 
They designate as apocryphal the books of Wisdom, 
Ecclesiasticus, Tobit, Judith, and Maccabees. The 
Church, however, receives the Apocrypha also as true, 
Mseful, and moral, although not valid for proof in contro- 
versy concerning matters of faith."* More decidedly, if 
possible, in our favour, is the testimony of Alphonsus 
Tostatus, the contemporary of Antoninus, and who was 
regarded as the wonder of his age in learning of every 
kind. We will quote but one of the numerous passages 
to the same effect, which occur in his writings— "None 
of those apocryphal books (although it may be inserted 
amongst the other books of the Bible, and may be read 
in the Church) ia of such authority as that the Church 
can argue from it to prove any truth ; and so far forth 
as this she does not receive them. And in this sense 
Jerome is to be understood, when he says— The Church 
knows nothing of the Apocrypha."t We come next to 
Cardinal Ximenes, to whose piety and munificence we 
are indebted for one of the noblest monuments of human 
learning— The Complutensian Polyglott. In the 
I^eface to that work, the reader is specially informed 
that •'•the boohs outside the canon, which the Church 
receives rather for the edification of the people than to 
confirm the authority of ecclesiastical dogmas, are 
writteu in Greek only (not in Hebrew)."! These books 
are enumerated — viz., Tobit, Judith, Wisdom, Ecclesi- 
astieus, Maecabecs, and the apocryphal additions to 
Esther and Daniel. Now, when we remember that the 
Complutensian Polyglott, preface and all, was pub- 
lished by the authority of Pope Leo X., to whom it was 
dedicated, we have a very striking proof that, at the 
commencement of the 16th century (A.D. 1517), at 
the very time when Luther commenced his opposition 
to Rome, neither the Pope nor the Church of Rome 
held the canonicity (in the strict sense of the word) of 
the Apocrypha, but regarded it in the same light as 
Jerome, whose very words, in reference to it. Cardinal 
Ximeues quotes in the passage above cited. 

Another eminent witness on our side is the great 
Erasmus, who, in addition to his vast general learning, 
was the first Biblical scholar and critic of his 
age. In his explanation of the Apostle's Creed and 
the Decalogue, he proposes this very question, as 
to the number of Books contained in canonical Scrip- 
ture, and he answers it by adducing the catalogue of 
Bufflnus (of Aquileia, and a contemporary of Jerome), in 
which our apocryphal Books are expressly separated from 
the canonical, and designated by a distinct name — viz., 
ecclesiastical. Again, in his epistle to students of Scrip- 
ture, prefixed to the -tth volume of his edition of Jerome's 
works, Erasmus says—" It ccrtamly is of great moment 
to ascertain what the Church receives, and with what 
intention she does so ; for, although she may attribute the 
same honour to the (22) Books of the Hebrews and tlie 
Gospels, she certainly does not mean that the same weight 
should be assigned to Judith, Tobit, and the Books of 
Wisdom as to tlie Pentateuch."§ What -a striking pros- 
pective commentary on the decree of Trent, passed about 
sixteen years after, in which it was asserted that the 
Church always received the Apocrypha as of equal au- 
thority with the rest of the Bible ! 

Cardinal Cajetan's testimony we have already ad- 
duced in our last number. His works abound with state- 
ments of a similar kind. We will here quote two more, 
if possible stronger than that which has been referred to. 
One occurs in his commentary on the first chapter of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews— "We have atlopted Jerome's 
rule to prevent us from error in the determination of 
the canonical Books ; for we esteem as c.inonical those 
which he delivered as such, and those which he sepa- 
rated from the canonical Books we hold to be outside the 
canon."! The other passage is found in the Dedicatory 
Epistle to Pope Clement "VII,, prefixed to Cajetan's 
Commentaries on the Historical Books of the Old Tes- 
t.imerit. " Most blessed futhor," he writes, "the uni- 
versal Latin Chiu-cli is most deeply indebtod to St. 
Jerome, not onlv on account of his annotations on the 
Scriptures, but also because he distinguished the canoni- 
cal booksfrom the non-canonical, in.ismueh as he thereby 
freed us from the reproach of the Hebrews, who other- 
wise might say that wo were Jorging for ourselves books 

* S. Antonin. Fam. Hisf., part, i. Tit., 3. c ri. "In totura jxll, 
ponunt Hebraci Libros ainlieiiticos. Api.cryriha appellmt libnim 
bapienlias, 4c. Ecclesia tamen etiam Apocrypha rucipit ut vera, utilia, 
et moralia. elai in conttiatloue eorum qi:ffi sunt Biici non urijentia ad 
arj^enduni.'* 

t Tostatos Inenarr. prsfat. inLib. Paralip. q. 7. "NuIIns tiimen 
iatonim Ubrorum apocryphorum (eliamsi sU scriptum inter alios libros 
Bibl. fct legatiir in ece'lesia), tantie auctoritatU est ut !>.•[ eo ccclesia 
arguat ad proliandnra aliquam veritatem ; et qtiantum ad hoc non 
recipit eos- Kcde hoc intelligitur qaod dicit hie Uieronymiw— scih 
Apocrypha nescit eeclesia." 

t Fr. Ximenius Prajf. ad L?ct. " .\t vero Uhri extra caaonem, qnos 
«£clesla polJQ-i ad aedificttionem pnpuli quum ad auctoritrttem ecclcsi- 
asticorum do^matuni conBrmaDdam recipit, Grsecam tautum scrip- 
<aram habent." 

} Erasmi Ep'st. addtvin. liter stud , Tom. iv.. opcr. Hier. " Maani 
certe rtf^rt, quid quo anitno coraproiiat ecclegia. Ut enim pavem tri- 
buat auctoritatein tl.-braeoruni vnluTninibtisetquatuor EvanEclii8,cert6 
non Tult idem ease pondus Judith, Tobia*, et Sapieati'X libris, quod 
Moais Pentateucho.*' 

. { CaJeUni eomment. in 1 cap. Ep. ad Heb. "Hieronyml aortltl 
sutuua regulau), ne erremus in diacretione librornm canonicuram ; 
nao] qoDS ilie canoiiiros tradidit, canonicoa habemua; et quos ilte a 
canonicia diaenvit extra eanonem itabemas." 



or parts of books belonging to the ancient canon, which 
they never received."* Cajetan's work appeared but 
twelve years before the Council of Trent, and was de- 
dicated, as we have just said, to Pope Clement VII., and 
received his approbation. Consequently, Jerome's rule, 
relative to the broad distinction between the canonical 
books (properly so called) and the apocryphal, was then 
recognised by the Roman Pontiff himself. 

Siich was the state of opuiion respecting the canon of 
Scripture, among the greatest divines of the Western 
Church, and even some, at least, of the Roman Pontiffs, 
immediately prior to the Cotmcil of Trent. Disregard- 
ing, however, everything but the exigencies of the mo- 
ment, that Council published, in 1546, its portentous 
decree, whereby it swept away the barrier which had 
existed for seventeen centuries between the canonical 
Scripttu-es of the Old Testament and the Apocrypha. 
The one great object of the Council was, to arrest, by 
every possible means, the reformation movement, and 
to sustain, by every available expedient, the corruptions 
in the doctrines and practices of the Western Church, 
which had been for many ages making silent but sure 
^ogress. The Reformers appealed to Scripture, and to 
it alone, as the arbiter of the points of dispute between 
them and the Church of Rome. The Tridentine Fathers, 
while they refused, and for a very plain reason, to rest 
everything on the decision of Scripture, alleging, as a co- 
ordinate authority, the traditions of the Church, yet were 
naturally anxious to have Scripture on their side as far us 
possible. With this view they enlarged the limits of 
canonical or inspired Scripture, admitting within its 
sacred pale the apocryphal writings, because from 
them they thought they might derive what they searched 
the canonical Scriptures for in vain — viz., some show of 
proof in support of such dogmas as purgatorj', the wor- 
ship of angels, and the atoning efficacy of alms-deeds. 

The Wstory of the manner in which the Tridentine 
decree in question was passed is highly instructive. In 
the "Congregations," or preliminary meetings, hclil 
prior to the fourth Session the question of the 
Canon of Holy Scripture was debated. Some of 
the divines recommended that the distinction 
made by Jerome, and approved by Pope Gregory, be- 
tween the canonical and non-canonical books of the Olil 
Testament, should be still maintained. Others were 
of opinion, that no distinction should be expressly stated, 
but that a general catalogue should be drawn out of all 
the books together, like that of the Council of Carthage, 
and nothing more said on the subject. Others, again, 
suggested that a threefold division should be made, the 
third class being composed of the books that hiid never 
been received as inspired by the Church — viz., the Apo- 
crypha. ^ A fourth party, the smallest iuixiint of num- 
ber, but the tnost zealous and energetic^ propnseil tliivt 
the Apocrypha should be placed upon the same I'ootini; as 
the rest of Scripture, and an anathema firoixmnced 
against all who sliould dispute it. This ojiinion at last 
prevailed, and the famous Decree de Canonii'i» Siripturis 
was passed, in the fourth session, by some Jifty bishops, 
of whom sixteen, at least, utterly ili.«soiited from it in 
reality, and merely acquiesced in the opinion of the 
majority. Such is the way in wjiieli tliis nwfiil decree 
was passed, and such is the authority on which it rests. 
Fifty-three bishops, or rather tliirty-.-;even, with a spe- 
cific object in view, to the attainment of which they felt 
themselves constrained to make any sacrifices, assumed 
the privilege of raising to the rank of inspired Scripture 
books which hitherto had not only not been admitted 
within the sacred pale, but had been expressly excluded 
from it by many of the greatest Fathers and Doctors of 
the Church.t 

We have, then, on the one side, this decree, passed by 
the men, and in the manner just described AVc have, 
upon the other side, the authority of our Blessed Lord 
and his inspired apostles ; we have the undisputed au- 
thority of the Cliurch of God, Jewish and Christian, 
during a period of seventeen centtiries ; we have the de- 
liberateopinions of the greatest Fathers and Doctors down 
to the very time when tlie Council of Trent was as- 
sembled ; we have all the reformed Clinrches of Western 
Christendom, and the whole orthndox Eastern Church 
from the remotest times to the present hour. We are 
willing to take our stand upon this side ; we accept, as 
regards the Old Testament, the ciinon of the Jews, not- 
withstanding the contemptuous epithet of " the canon 
of the Scribes and Pharisees," with which some of our 



• Cajctani Ep. dedic. ad 1*. Clem. Vll., ante eomm. in Lib. Hiat. 
V, T. "S. liieronyrao, Pater beatiasinic, universa ecclesia Latina 
pturlmnm debet, non solnm ob annotatas Scriipttir.i.s, Bed ettam propter 
Ciscrctns ab eodem Librtn canonicoa a non canonicis. Libcravlt siqui. 
Afm nosabHebraeorumopprobrin, qnod dncainua nobil antiqui cananis 
libids aut librornm partea, quibvia ipai penitus earent." 

i Itoman Catluillc coiit ovt-rsial writers, we may observe, usually 
divide ail the booita of the I'.lble into two classes— which they term re- 
spectiv. ly the Proto-canonical and the Drutura- canonical. The first 
class comprises the '22 Jewisii bnolts of the Old Teatament, and tile 
entire nf the New, with tlie exception of the S'.;ven epigties, whose ca- 
nonical authority was notuniversaliy established so sooo as tlijit oftiic 
rest. Tlie second class embraces the seven apocryplial boolts and parts 
of booths of the Old Testament, and the afireaaid saren epistles of the 
New. By thisclasaiflfation, a twofold ad vanta^jeiasecured^first. by ad- 
mitting a quasi-distinction betwe'.-n the Apocrypha and the Jewish 
Scriptures lea-t violence se/ms to t>e done to antiquity t and, secondly, 
by piaciniE the Apocrypha in the same cateteory as the raid seven 
epistles, of who^e inspired autliority the Church at iarite never enter- 
tained any doubt, an argument is tacitly insinuateil ft)tthe inspiration 
of ttaa former. 



(^ponents, with more zeal than reverence, have stigma- 
tized it. The idle taunt, that this is a Jewish, not aChris- 
tian canon, the Protestant can easily afford to disregard, 
when he bears in mind that an inspired apostle has ex- 
pressly enumerated it amongst the privileges of tlw Jews, 
that " to them were commited the oracles of God ;" and 
when he further recollects that two of the greatest Fathers 
of the Christian Church deemed it no disgrace to Chris- 
tianity to be indebted for the Old Testament to the Jews. 
" The Church," says Jerome, " knows nothing of the 
the Apocrypha ; recourse must be had to the Hebrew books, 
from which the Lord speaks, and out of which the dis- 
ciples take their examples.''* " The Jews," says Augus- 
tine, "carry the volume on which the Christian faith is 
built ; they have been constituted our librarians.''t 
And as to the anathema with which the Fathers of Trent 
have thought fit to sanction their decree, we console 
ourselves with the assurance of the inspired sage — " The 
curse causeless shall not come." 



^m^mhmt. 



now MUCH IS YOUR SOUL WORTH ? 

TO THE EDITOR OF THli CATHOIIC LAYMAN. 

SiB — Jerry Donovan, and myself, and a lot of 
the neighbours went down to old js'ed Bryan's, the other 
day, tosec his boy, who's just come home from Californin, 
with a mint of money ; for thoujrh Ned is a Protestant, 
still he's a very decent man, and we were all glad to 
hear of his luck ; and while he was tcUhig us all that he 
seen in his travels, and how the lumps of gold were as 
thick in the ground as the praties used to be in the old 
times, who should come in but the minister himself. 
" God save all here," says he. " God save your re- 
verence," says we. " Well, Ned," says he, " I'm glad to 
hear th.it your son has come back to you, and has brought 
something with him." " Thanks be to God," s-iys Ned, 
" he has come back safe and sound, and brought enough 
with him to stock a farm ; and I'm telHng him that he 
must be careful not to lose what he has got ; for if once 
he lost it, he'd find it hard to get it back again." " True 
for you," says themini.ster; " and," .sayshe, "Ned, that's 
a hint we should all take ; wo should all look sharp after 
the treasure God has given us ; for if once it's lost, it's 
lost for ever." " AVhy, then, your reverence," says I, 
" there's some of us that won't liave much trouble in 
looking after our treasure ; for," says I, " we haven't 
ally to look after." "'Deed, tlicn, you have," says 
he; " poor as you are, you li;ive eaeli a great treasure 
that's wellwortli looking after." " What can it be .it all ?" 
snys the boys ; " sure we haven't amongst us wliat 
wimld buy a fat jiig." " Still, for all," says the minister, 
" it's triitli I'm telling you, when I siiy that each one of 
you, Protestant luul Roman f'atluilie, jiosscsscs a 
treasure that's worth more than all the gold young Ned 
brought home with him ; for," says he, " boys, each imo 
of you has an inuuortal soul thtit's worth more than 
all the gold in California ;" and with that, he took 
down Ned Bryan's big Bible that was on tlie she'f, and 
read out for us a verse which s.aid tliat "'twould be no 
profit to a man if he gained the whole world and lost 
his soul." Well, the boys began to look at eneli other, 
and, Siiys Miek Flyn, "he's going to attack our holy 
religion out of the Protestant Bible." " And,'' s.nys 
.lerry, " that's the Protestant Bible, sir, and sure wo 
don't care for a word that's in it ;" "and, "says anotherof 
the boys, " didn't Father John tell us it was the devil's 
book ;'"' " and," s.iys another, " sure'twas made by Luther 
and Ilenry VIII." " Ka-^y, boys," says the niinister, 
" don't get into a ]i:i.«sion ; and," s,iy* he, " is the Douay 
Bible the devil's book'^' "No," says Mick Flyn, 
" that's the real sort, that's the genmne article." " And," 
snys the minister again, " was it made by Luther, or 
Henry Vll I. '/'' " No," says .lerry, " they had no call 
to it. and we'll believe anything that's in it." " Very 
gi)o'!. " snjs the parson, " that's all I want ;" and with 
that, he Jiut his hand hito his pocket, nnd jiulieil out a 
real Douay Bible. " Now, boys," snys he, " is that your 
own Bible?" So Jerry, and some of those who were 
knowledgeable about snch things, allowed that it was 
our own Bible. So the parson lianded it to ,Jerr,v, and, 
says he, " find imt the Gospel of St. Mark, viii. chtip., 
3Cth verse. AVell, Jerry looked vcryfoolish, and twisted 
and turncdit, hither and over, hut all to no purpose; so 
he handed it to Mick Flyn, but Mick passed it on tQ 
the next, and, at last, it' came round to me; but the 
never a one of us could find out the place. So the 
parson began to Laugh, and, says he, " boys, I think 
you know as little about your own Bible as about ours." 
So he found out the place himself, and gave it to Jerry, 
and, says he, " I'll read first out of the Protestant 
Bible, and then do you read out of your own Bible.'' 
So with that, he reail, "/■'or ichat shall it profit a man, if 
he shall gain the ivhale world, and lose his own soul ? or 
what shall a man givi in exchanqe jor his soul ?" Then 
Jerrv read out of the Douay Bible, " For what shall it 



" Hicron. Pnat. in Paralipom. "Apocryplta nt scH eeclesta. Ad« 
Hebra-os revcrtendum est, undo et Domiuus loquitur, et diadpali 
exemplapras.suinunt." 

t Auxust. in I'saim ivi.. § 9 " Codicrm (Ortat Judans ttcdc cradtt 
Christianas. Librarii nosth fact! sunt" 



